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MR. TIRELLI: October 3lst Mr. Carey has down 
in the papers. However, he was <= on the very same set of 


facts he was arrested by the State Court. 


I spoke to Mr. Herman, the Assistant Attorney 


in this case, and Mr. Herman told me that the reason that he 


was arrested -- Jorge Gonzalez was arrested along with whoevé 
else was arrested, But specifically Jorge Gonzalez was 
because they were requested to by the federal government 
because it was a holding action so that all of the prisoners 
— nine there was such a large number of people in U. S. y. 
Bravo, that none of the other persons would realize that the 
federal’ government was involved. And he was arrested on 
September 17th, 

The state of facts for the arrest, T mean the 
basis for the arrest, was the very same end there was a 
detainer sent out to the State Prison, I think it was Green- 


haven, and they were brought to the federal prison on October 


31st when the federal government was ready, although they 


had whatever information they needed for a month and a half, 


as well as my client Jorge Gonzalez for a month and a half, 


2 hit hap trivihet: ie. 69% « 


and then they put their indictment in the federal action so 


that, if we were to include September 17th, we're talking 


well beyond the four month period. 


? 


THE COURT: I think I will assume then, unless 
‘arey denies this, that your client has been in jail in 

excess of ninety days. 

MR. TIRELLI: Yes, your Honor, 

THE COURT: Who speaks for Nina Nino? I think 
somebody was making an application on her behalf. 

THE MARSHAL: Mr. Gans I believe is her attorney 4 
He 1s in Room 1:0, actually on trial. 

THE COURT: All right. Bu. Miss Nino is heret* 

Well, Mr. Carey, do you want to respon’ -o this? 

MR. CAREY: Yes, your Honor. If the Court 

piiieii tens I will limit my remarks at this time to the 
Government's motion for a continuance. 


THE ‘CRT: You didn't want to respond to any 


of the |arguments made by Messrs. Jacobs and Tirelli? 


¥ 
MR. CAREY: Yes, I do, as they pertain'to the ‘ 


Government's motion for a continuance and as to bail. 

The exceptional circumstances which the Govern- 
ment as to the continuance alleges as grounds for its motion 
for a continuance are exceptional circumstances within the 
control of the prosecutor's office alone and not thase 
exceptional circumstances with respect to the defendant's 
roots in the community -- 


THE COURT: In other words, you are talking now 


JAN ARY 2 (91S) HEARTUE BEF CRE 
abvut Rule 5(c) (2), not about Rule 3. 

MR. CAREY: That is correct. 

THE COURT: We understand that. 

MR. CAREY: Your Honor has seen my papers and 
the cefendants have had the opport inity 5 read them. I 
don't wish to add anything new to the stnt«.ents I've made 
in my affidavit. 

THE COURT: The charge has been made here, for 
example, that your office has just now begun to do ail these 
things'that you should have done or started a long time ago. 
You don't want to respond to that? he ey 


. 
MR. CAREY: I do. 


| 
THE COURT: What do you say on that? 


| MR. CAREY: Of course it is not true, am4 : a 


nine as my af‘idavit, that the Government is now: beginning. 


It is true, as Mr. Jacobs observed, that I recently wer 


- 
' 


my Se 
assigned to this case. My familiarity with the case is. Rot a 


as complete as Mr. Littlefield's and Mr. Nesland's, who are : a 


responsible for indicting and for trying it. ‘ vee 


However, the Government did begin its work: on 


this case prior to indictment. Of necessity it has cr. ‘'n 


both by Mr.’ Littlefield and by Mr. Nesland, to work on this ° 
case, “® prepare for trial, there are a lot of things which 


must be done in addition to preparing transcripts of pertinant 
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the indictment and the charges against the defendant. 
The Government is not asking for any more than “} 
one additional month from, I believe it is, today's date, 


as I calculate it in the case of Jorge Gonzalez, which is 
i 


the only one over the ninety day Period, It feels. tha- the. 


circumstances of this investigation -- and the Governments '® 


feels the strongest circumstance is that involving the «°i 
translation of these inn-«-able conversations which were 
recorded over t!e p:riog ora year. In line with that; vil 
alee set forth our position in the affidavit, and your 


Honor |is fully familiar with St. “ee Bal 


ground “y wich it is shown there are exceptional ciretip-% : 
Stancas in this case justifying the Court granting a aad 
tinuance to allow the Government to Prepare its case, a OF 

7 Altiough the Government has only one cranslator 
wotking on these tapes, through Mr. Littlefield the Govern- 
mant is going to bring two or three different interpretetrs 
in, and the Government says it will be ready at the time it? 
has asked it be given. 


THE COURT: There is cne other point of Mr, 


Jacobs, and Mr, Tirelli joins in this, You make allusion: * 


to what is called the Lasker case and suggest that because 


there are fugitives here, this somehow has a bearing, 


a 
aes 
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will have to prove in order to sustain a conviction of any 
or more of the defendants who stand trial, 
All of this, it seems to me, is a bit exceptional 
o¥ only in that the clear public ‘nterest of the community 
ani of the United States as a whole to get to the bottom 
»t alleged narcotics violations of a serious nature such 
as are alleged in this indictment 1 think is a very! signifi- 


cant factor. P f. ins ' 


Finally, I note that without exce, tiou the 


defendants are not American citizuns. I don't mean to 
{ 


suggest that there should be some special adverse emphasis 
against Lppiication of sound bail principles just becaute 
an snaiwvhewas does not happen to be a citizen. On’ the’ 
other ha I point out why the judges and masistrates in 
these cases fix the bail as they do in part. 

I find, further, that there is no serious evidenc 
at all that the Government has been dilatory or less than 
reasonably active in trying to prepare this case for trial. 
So, pursuant: ot Rule 5(c)(2), I find exceptional circumstence 
sufficient to Support the Government's application to give 
them until February 18th to file their notice of readiness 
in this case. 

Now turning to the bail applications and the 


Special force of Rule 3, I do think that 1 will not treat 


mete ~6tme arte be. 
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5 for reduction of bail even though I am assuming that 
wach of the applying defendants, Roldan, Nina Nino and Jorge 
‘onzalez, are persons who have been incarcerated more than 
einety days as that terminology is used in Rule 3 of the 
speeiy Trial rule. 

Now, Mr. Carey, may I suggest, and encourage 
you and your colleague en something that Mr. Littlefield 
apparently is looking to do, that you expedite this-matter, 
because I really t’' ink, from your own point of view; not ta 
mention; the moving defendants' point of view, it would be 


wise to| get this case ready as early as possible and maybe 


even do’ better than February l8th by some days or so. 


MR. CAREY: Your Honor, the Government will. 4. Adil 
Saar pt 


certainly try to file a mtice of readiness before that time. Nes 


‘ 


Sn 
THE COURT: All right. vi ae 


MR. JACOBS: Would your Honor consider fixing me 
a trial date sometime after February, shortly after February “¥ 
18th? 
THE COURT: I am unable to do that now. How- 
ever, the reason is I have two other jail cases, apparently, 
which I am trying to fathom as to what is going on in there. 
In neither one of them has there been a n otice of readiness 


filed either. 


But I do think what you are suggesting is not a 
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to 


it is a fact, that there was a dismissal of the 


conspiracy charge in the Texas court, 


MR. CARLTON: Your Honor, in view of the 


fact that the defendant Robinson has not rested, I 


would ask leave of the court to make a very brief motion 


Friday following the testimony of Mr. Andries, 


THE COURT: liow much is brief? 


MR. CARLTON: Maybe a minute or two, 


THE COURT: All right. 


I don't know what else would hold you 


here tcday, 


My law clerk brinas to mind that it may 


be possible that the record does not disclose that I 


15 have moved on the speedy trial, I think sub silentio 


I have done that, otherwise I would not have continued 


on a 13-week trial, Therefore, I deny the motion for 


a speedy trial, with an exception to each defendant 


that made it, 


MR. CAREY: There was one final matter. 


and that is that your Honor reserved decision on 


whether the government would be permitted in its summa- 


tion to make reference to the charts that your Honor 


excluded from evidence, I would like to again -- 


Rn & 8S BB 


THE COURT: I decline to do so, If you 
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bad idea, and I had it on my mind now for at least a fort- 
night or so, and it was particularly on my mind when you 
filed your notice of motion and then Mr. Tirelly filed hi 

I'm going to see if I can't give you as early 
as possible a trial date to shoot at, and what I will do is 
communicate with your respective offices as soon as I clear 
the decks. 


MR. JACOBS: Fine. 


THE COURT: Hopefully within the next week or 


MR. JACOBS: Thank you, your Honor. 

THE COURT: All right? 

MR. TIRELLI: Your Honor, I would just respect- 
fully like to take an evception in this matter, your Honor. 


THE COURT: You have an exception as a matter 


MR. TIRELLI: Thank you, your Honor. 
*‘ THE COURT: No doubt about it. 
MR. TIRELLI: Your Honor, I would also request - 
I had written this as a letter prior to this -- 
THE COURT: I can't hear you. 
MR. TIRELLI: Sorry. I would also request time 
to submit a demand for a bill of particulars and other pre- 


trial motions. 


SOUTHERN DIS 


August 6, 1975 


Honorable John M. Cannela 
United States District Judge 
Southern District of New York 
Poley Square 

New York, NY 10007 


Re: United States v. Alberto Barvo, et al 

Dear Honorable Cannela: 

I hav» this day received an affidavit of Michael Q. Carey as well 
as a government memorandum of law in opposition to defendants’ 


pre-trial motions on 8 75 Cr. 429 (United States of America v. 
Alberto Bravo, et 4al.,). 


It is my recollection that you had given Mr. Carey until August 1, 


1975, to submit his papers into court or you would act only on 
the motions of the defendants. 


I would appreciats vour advising me if this is the action you are 
taking. 


Yours very truly, 


LOUIS A. TIRELLI 


LAT: cm 


cc: Michael Q. Carey 
United States Attorney 


ray &, 1975 


ion. John i. Cannella 

United states District Judge, 
Champers 1001 

United States Court louse 
Foley 2quare 

New York, Rew York 10007 


Ke: VUnited States v. Alberto erav;, et. al. 


Hon. Judge Cannella: 


On Thursday, May 1, 1976, I had « venference with Juice 
Pollack and Michael Q. Carey, Assistant Unitec States 
Attorney on tne subject matter. At thet time, I was served 
with a superseding indictment, 6 75 Cr. 429 and was informed 
at that time that this indictment has been assigned to your 
Gonor. 


I wish to bring to your Bonor's attention that ‘ir. Jorge 
Gonzalez, my client, has been incarceratec for almost eight 
months, since September 17, 1974 and there are nuaerous sotions 
that have been submitted on his pehalf, somo of which are etill 
oustanding. 


Furtaer, with regard to the etronic surveillance of telephone 
conversations I have not as yet hac copies of translations 
of same that are to be used by the government at the trial. 


Further, a hearing sust be had into the leyvality of the tapes. 


It woulu ve most appreciated if your donor would look into 
this matter at the earliest convenience considering the fact 
that wr. Gonzales is still presently incarcerated. 


Very truly yours, 


LOUIS A. TIRELLI 
LAT ays 


cect Hon. Milton rollack 
Micheel yw. Carey, <S84- 
rge Gonzalez 
Fabio Uchoa 


Daniel Fusaro, Cl rk 
U.S. Court of Appeals, 
Second Circuit 
100 Centre Street 
New York, N.¥. 10007 


Re: U.S. v. Bravo (Jorge Gouzalez) 
75 Cr. 429 (INc) 


Deer iir. Fusaro: 


On Tuesday, September 16, 1973 I appeared on behalf of defendant 
Jorge Gonzalez before the Hon. Judge John M. Cannella in support of 
wy motion for a speedy trial and other motions. 


It was disclosed at that time by the Assistant U.S. Attorney, Michael 
Q. Carey, that the Second Circuit Court of Appeals had stayed all 
proceedings in the U.S. v. Bravo case, and accordingly, the Hon. 

John M. Cannella was without power to hear anym@etééns in this matter. 


I was directed at that time by the Honorable John M. Cannella in 
accordance with the Assistant U.S. Attorney to request from the 
Honorable Clerk of the Second Circuit a definition of said stay. 

The stay was based on an appeal pending before this Court of Appeals 
by attorneys who were representing more than one client. 


lf this stey were to extend to my client Jorge Gonzalez he would 
be constitutionally deprived of his right for a bail application as 
well as any other matters tnat might be heard prior to trial. 


Your immediate attention to this matter will be greatly appreciated 
since Mr. Gonzalez has been deprived of his liberty for more then 
one year at this time without the right to a speedy trial. 


Yéurs very truly, 


Louis A. Tirelii 
LAT: ln 


cc: Honorable Judge John M. Cannella 
Assistant U.S. Attorney Michael Q. Carey 
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UNITED STATES © 


~against- Indictment No. 


74 CRIM 939 
JORGE CONZALLZ, @ JORGE ARBOLIDA, 


" TAKS ROLICE, that upon the annexad affidavit 


of LOUIS A. TIRELLI, £5%., attorney for the defendant, duly sworn 
to the 2nd day of January, 1975, and upon all the proceedings had 
herein and pureuart to Fule 3 of the Second Circult Court of Appeals 


Rules governing vro opt disvosition of cases, a motion will be made on 


behalf of the said dofenilant, in the United States District Cceurt 
for the Scuthern District of tiew York, -ocated at Foley Square, New 


York, liew York, befors Cio fion. duage warold P Yyler, Jr., on the 


U3th day of January, 1975, et 19:00 o'clock in the foreroon of that day} 


Or af soon thereafter as counsel can be heard for ar order: 


1. Lbtariasing the indictment against the above 
nared defendant, JORGr COUZALEZ, in that the 
governrent has fatlad to te ready for trial in 
the above matter within ninety (90) Gays from 
the Cate of this defendant's detention, and 


In the alternative, releasing the said defendant 
upon his own recognizance pursuant to Rule 3 of 
the Second Circuit Court of Appeals Rules govern 
ing prompt disposition of cases, and 


3. For such other further or different relief as to 
this court may seen just and proper. 
Dated: Spring Valley, "i. ¥. 
January ?, 1775. YouRS, LTC., 
LOUIS A. TIRELLI 
TO: MICHAEL (0. CAPLY, U. S. Attorney Attorney for Defendant 
U.S. District Court fot Southern 5? South Main Street 


District of New York, and Soxins Valley, N. ¥. 10977 
- Clerk of Apove Court 914-352-4247 
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UNaTED STATES OF AMERICA, 


PleintiLe, 


-against- Indictrent Mo. 
74 Crim 93% 
JORGE GOUZALZZ, a/k/a JORC ARBOVYDA, 
AYPIDANL? 
be fondant. 


ee 


STATE OF MSW YORK ) 
COUNTY O” ROCKLA'! ) ss. 


TNUIG A. TIISLLI, being duly sworn, dcoavoses and says: 


shat roan the attorney of record for the above named 


defendant, JORG CONZALUT, and anke this afficavit in support of my 
motion to (1) dismiaa the indictment against the said defendant pursuant 
to Rule 3 of the “econ! Cirevit Court of Appeals Rules governhng cauiiaial 
disposition of cases, or in the alternative requesting that the above 


named defendant be release’ from custody upon his own recognizance 


pursuant to saic Rule as hereinbefore state. 


Pepenent rospectfully states to this Court that the 


followin: are the faces and clreumstances surrounding this matter: 


The Aefaendant, JORGE CONZALMT, fa JORGE ARBOLEDA, 


on or before Bopterber 235, 1974 in tho Supreme Court of the State of 


Hew York, County of “New York, was arrested and charged with violations 
of conspiracy in the first degree, a felony in violation eof § 105.15 
of the Penal Law of th: SPte of New York, which crimes were committed 
allegedly on or about May 8, 1974 to on or about Septemhbor 18, 1974. 
Said violation in a violation of the Narcotics Law and said actions 


were taken in concert with the United States as a holding action in 


order to arrest adla or rost of the partics indicted in the U. S. Vv. 


ores oy E BEST COPY AVAILABLE 


Bravo, et. al. action. 
\ Thereafter, on or «bout October 4, 1974, indictments were 
filed in the United States District Court for the Southern District 


of New York, for violations of the Narcotics Law which were based on 


the same acts of the defendant, JORGCK GONZALEZ, as that arising for the | 


charges stated above in the State Court. 


Nereafter, on October 31, 1974 , the above defendant was 


| arraigned before a Magistrate in the Southern District of New York, 
| Judge Harold J. Raby, and bond was set in the amount of ONE HUNDRED 
FIFTY THOUSAND ($150,000.00) DOLLARS cash or surety. 

The Grand Jury filed a five count indictment against the 
defendant and numerous other defendants, and the said defendant was 


arraigned before the fon. Uarold R. Tyler, Jr., U. S. District Court 


Judge, for purposes of reducing the amount of bail required of the 


| defendant, JORGE CONZ\LU2, and to fix a firm date for trial. 
| The above matter acain was set down for a hearing before Hon. 
Judge Harold RB. vYyler, ¢r., on December 17, 24 and 27, 1974, In 
the first instance, I could not locate the proper Assistant U. S. attorney 
but spoke to James ticsland, as he was still marked on the records; ir | 


to consider the matter ‘«cause he felt there was no urgency} and in the 


Latter instance, the ‘lo. Judge Tyler refused to consider reducing 


| continued swa of O17; IWIDRED FIFTY THOUSAND ($150,000.00) DOLLARS. 


the second instance the matter was referred to the Part I Judge who | 
-2=- | 


the bail. 
j In spite of tlese hearings, the bail is maintained in the 


ee 


Your deponent respectfully submits to this Court that 
more than ninoty (90) days Rave olap. since the arrest of this 
defendant, JORCS GONTALEZ, and that he has been in detention and held 
on $150,000.90 bhabl bom, which amount of money he is unable to secure. 

Further, there is a question whether JORGE ARBOLEDA, 
whom your defendant has Leen defined in the indictment as also being 
known as, 1s actvally the © cendant, JORGE GCOMZALEZ, or another party 
also indicted in the sore five count indictment, BRRNAPDO ROLDAN, and 
there ore, it is necersary that JORGE GONZALES be released from jail 
in order to determine the facts leading te his substantiation in court 


that he is not the party to be naned therein. 


Youx deponant respectfully submits that this action 
and the inordinate Ccalzy of more than ninety (90) days specifically 
violates Rule 3 of the Second Circuit Court of Appeals Rules governing 
the prompt disposition of cases anid your deponent, therefore, respect~ 
fully requests that tho indictment herein acainst the defendant, JORGE 
GONZALES, bo diswiesad, or in the alternative, that the defendant be 
released upon his own recognizance pending the trial of this matter. 

WihMFOLS, your deponent respectfully requests that 


the above relief be cranted in all respects. 


Sworn to before re this 


tnd day of January, 1975. —"~“¥OuIs A. TIRELLI 
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UNITED STATES OF ANLRTTA 
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Indictment No. 
ALBERTO BRAVO, et. al., 74.€x. 939 
befendants. NOTICE OF MOTION 
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PLEASE TAKE NOT1cu:, upon the indictment herein, the 
affidavit of LOUIS A. TIRELLI, duly sevrn to the 4 “aay of March, 1975 
and upon all the pleadings and proceedings heretofore had herein, the 
undersigned will move this court at the Criminal Motion Part thereof 
to be held at the U. S. Courthouse, Foley Square, liew York, New York 
on the éth Gay of March, 1975 at 19:00 o'clock in the forenoon of 
that day or as soon thereafter as counsel may be heard, for an order 
releasing the defendant, JORGE CONZALEZ from custedy upon his own 
recognizance, granting a supression of all electronic surveillance 
evidence and granting a severance in the trial of said indictment for 


the defendant, JORGE GONZALhZ and for stich other further or different 


relief as to this court may seem just and proper. 


pated: Spring Valley, U.¥%. 
March 4, 1975 


Yours, [Etc., 


TO: MICHAEL Q. CARLY, LOUIS A. TIRELLI 
U. S. Attorney Attorney for Defendant 
U.S. District Court for 52 South Main Street 
Southern District of Spring Valley, N-¥. 10977 
Hew York, and Clerk of 914-352-4247 


Above Court 
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Indictment No. 
ALBERTO ERAVO, ect. al., Té& Ge. S35 


Defendants. AFFIBAVIT 


STATE OF UEW YORK 
COUNTY OF ROCKLANIT ) SS.: 


LOUIS A. TINCLLI, being duly sworn, deposes and says? 
That I am the attorney of record for the (defendant, JORGE 
GONZALEZ, a/k/a JONG ARLOLEDA, and make this affidavit in support of 
a motion to grant a severance in the trial of said indictment so that 
movant will, as to °1l1 of the offenses charged against said defendant, 


be tried separate and apart from the other defendants, and as grounds 


we 


therefor respectfully shows: 
1. 

Where are twenty-nine (29) defendants in the subject 
indictment and should defendant, JORGE GONZALEZ, be tried with twenty-eigh: 
(28) co-defendants in a trial where he will of necessity require many 
of these same co-defendants to be witnesses on his behalf and further 
in a trial where there can easily be confusion in the minds of the juror 


as to which co-defendants might have committed a crime and as to which 


co-defendants may be absolutely not guilty of any crime, the defendant 


herein, JORGE CONZALEZ, could not be given a fair triai and his rights 
will be severely prejudiced should he be forced in to such a trial with 


twenty-eight (2%) co-defencants. 


Fach of the defendants nared in the indictment, if called as witnesses | 
| on novant's behalf, would cstablish by their testimony that movant did | 
| not conspire with them, aid and abet, or otherwise participate with 
| them in the violation of any offense charged in the indictment. 


3. 


Should said co-defendants, or any of then, if tried jointly with movant , 
elect to testify upon the trial of the indictnent, he or they would ha 
} such an interest in the outcome of the case a3 mignt influence the jury 
unfavorably against them in determining the credibility of their testi- | 
money? whereas, if movant were tricd separately, such defendants, in 


| testifying on behalf of movant, would have a different and less persona 


interest in the outcome of movant's case, and the jury, in determining 

their credibility, would not be unduly influenced by their personal in- 
terest therein; the interest of a defen&nt on trial in the outcome of a 
crbminal case necesaarily being greater than that of a witness who is ngt 


himself on trial. 


a. 


The trial of movant jointly with the co-i° lictces will prejudice movant 


in that movant, through counsel of his chice, will not have unrestrict 


control of the defense of charges against him; as separate counsel for 
| said co-indictees will be entitled to develop evidence and defenses as 
| in their judgment will be in the best interests of their clients. 
3. 
Movant, if tried jointly with the co~indictees, will be required to 
| relinquish unfettered control over the defense of the charges, as counsel if 


~2- 


representing co-indictees will, through their trial strategy, 
cross-examination and presentation of evidence, deprive movant of 
his control of his dcfense, the efficacy of his trial strategy, cross- 
examination and presentation of evidence, thus depriving movant of 
due process of law. 

WHEREFORE, movant prays that as to him the Court grant a 
severance upon the trial of the captioned indictment so that he will 


be tried separate and apart from the co-indictees. 
—— 


4th day of March, 1975. So 


A 


LOUIS A. TIRELLI 


UNITED STATES VISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHER DISTRICT OF NEW YORE 


4 
UNI?TiD STATES Or AMERICA” ~ 7 © 
-Vv- Indictment No. 
74 Cr. 939 
ALBERTO BRAVO, Mt. ales 
AFFIDAVIT _ 


vpefeanucnts. 


STATE OF NEW YOR: ) 
COUNTY OF ROCKLAID ) SS.: 


LOUIS A. TIPSLLI, being duly sworn, Geposes and says: 
That Ll am the attorney of record for the defendant, 


JORGE COUZALK2Z, a/k/a JORGE ARSOLIDA, and make this affidavit 


in S.;. pr of a Motion to grant a suppres&ion of all electronic 
surveillance evidence as well as any evidence which is a derivative 
product of said electronic surveillance. 
i. 

That in reviewing the eavesdropping werrants issued 
out of the Supreme Court of the State of New York, County of 
Queens, and upon which the subject indictrent is based there is 
nowhere to be found in the title of said eavesdropping warrants 


the nane of JORGE COUVZALEZ. 


2. 
in usc & 2518 (1) (») (iv) requires that an appl 4Gation 
for a wiretap order specify “the dadentity of the person, if known, 
committing the offense and whose communications are to be intercepted.’ 
In a recent Second Circuit holding ~--CA 4; U.S. v. Bernstein, 1/24/7 
it was held that the omission of the persons on whom electronic - 


surveiilance is to be had makes 4udicial control regarding the 


identification of the sane impossible. 


WHCKGFORL, movant prays that as to his client 
JORGE GONZALEZ the Court grant a suppression of all electronic 


surveillance evidence including tapes, notes, transcriptions, 


records, or other evidence written or oral, of alleged conversations 


had by said JORGE GONZALEZ. Further, your movant prays that any 
and all derivative products of said electronic surveillance be 


equally suppressed with regard to said JORGE CONZALEZ, 


Sworn to before me this 


4th day of March, 1975. 


UNITED STATES DISTRTCT COURT 
SOUTHER: DISTRICT OF WOW .ORK 


ene ey An LEST 
UNITED STATCS Or AMERICA 
-Vv- Indictment No. 
74 Cr. 939 
ALBERTO BRAVO, et. al., 
AFPIDAVIT 
Defencants. 
x 
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STATE OF NLU YOKA ) 
COUNTY OF ROCKLAND ) = SS.: 


LOVIS A. TIRSLLI, being duly sworn, «2poses and says: 

That . « the attorney of record for the defendant, 
JORGE CONTALEZ, a/k/a JORGE ARZOLEDA and Rake this affidavit on 
Support of a ttotion that the defendant JORGE GONZALEZ be 
releas.d from custody upor his own recognizance. 

Neronent respectfully states to this court that a 
prior seine on January 2, 1975 to dismiss the indictment 
or in the alternative requesting release of defendant from custody 
qpow-his own recognizance, 

Jonce GOVALEZ, the defencant herein, was arrested 
by the State of "lew York on or before September 25, 1974. 

Said defandant was then arraiqned before a Magistrate 
in the Southern Licstrict of New York on October 31, 1974 and bond 
was set in the arecunt of ONE NuNpDRED FIFTY THOUSAND (159,000) 
DOLLARS CASH or suret.. 

Thie bond was maintained on January 20, 1975 by 
the Hon. Judge Harold R. tyler, Jr.whon the Motion mentioned 


above, was heari. 


LT 


| 


| 
| 
| 
| 


Trial for the subject defcndant has been scheduled 

for April 21, 1975 before the lion. Harold R. Tyler, Jr. 
In order for your deponent to properly prepare for 

a trial having 29 defendants and well over 1,000 tape recordings 
it will require a tremendous amount of preparation on the part 
of your deponent. This preparation must necessarily include 
continual information to be passed between client and attorney. 
Such passage of information is made extremely difficult, if not 
impossible, with the defendant, JORGE GONZALFZ, retraining 
incarcerated’ in the Federal Penitentiary located at West Street 


in the City of lew York. 


It is submitted to the Court that the Constitutional 
rightstef? the befendant for a fair trial mandate that the 
defendant be given all reasonable opportubities to properly 
prepare the case of the defense in this matter. 

Accordingly, it is submitted that this constitutional 
right to a fair trial be afforded to the defendant by releasing 
the defendant in his own recognizance while imposing conditions 
such as the following on his release: 

a. Festrict the travel of the defendant to the 
Counties of tlew York (where the Court is located ) and Qucens 
(where defendant will reside and confer with his attorney in 
an office located at 64-01 Roosevelt Avenue, Woodside, New York) 


in the State of ‘lew York. 


Ihe Ty ay aa ? 


b. Place the defendant in the custody of his 
former employer or other designated person or organization 
agreeing to supervise him; and 

c. Peauire that the defendant report telephonically 
or in person to the assistant United States Attorney in charge 
of this action viz. Ilichael 9. Carey, Esq. 

WHEREFORE, your deponont respectfully requests that 


the above relief be granted in all respects. 


JY 
Swosn to before we this Bee Oe ~ Ne 


4th day of March, 1975 LOUIS A. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT CourRT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 
ee @w@eeeee#eeeeeeeeeeeeoese oe eo - -_—-—— = — « xX 
UNITED STATES Or AMERICA, 
-against- NOTICE OF MOTION 
JORGE GONZALEZ-ARNOLIT A, Court Docket No. 
Defendant. 75 CR 429 
eo @eq@eqeneee#e@aeeeeedeeeee © @& -_-—-— -— = xX 
‘« SIR: 4 
PLEASE TANF NOTICE, that upon the annexed affirmation of LOUIS 
A. TIRELLI, attorrey for the defendant herein, duly affirmed the 25th day 
of March, 1976, and vpon all the pleadings and proceedings heretofore had 
J herein, a motion will be made returnable before Hono. able JOHN M. =? SDF 
CANNELLA, one of th> juslocs of the District Court for the Southern District 
of New York, at his chambers in the United States Courthouse, 40 Centre 
an | Street, New York, New York, on the 1Othday of April 1976, at 9:30 o'cloe 
o 
| in the forenoon of that day, or as soon thereafter as counsel can be hoard, 
~ ed 
~ | for an order reducing the centence imposed herein upon the said defendant, 
and for such other snd frrther relief as to the Court may seem just and 
proper in the premirces 
Dated: March ?5, i1°'F 
Yours, ete., 
LOUIS A. TIRELLI 
Attorney for Defendant 2:71 
Office and '..%. Address ar 
vs 52 South Main St. 
% Spring Valley, N.Y. 10977 
nt (914) 352-4247 
4 HONORABLE JOHN M. CANNULLA rte ‘ 
HONGRABLE MICHAFI. CAREY, aA > 


Assistant U.S. Attorney 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT CouPT ror 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF Nm YORK 


UNITED STATIS DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTP*CT OF NEW YORK 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
AFPIPMATION 
-aaainrt- 
Court Docket No. 75 CR 429 
JORGE GONZALEZ-ARDOLTNA, 


Defendant. 


STATE OF NEW YORE ) 
COUNTY %F ROGKLAND) ss.: 


LOUIS A. TIPFLLI, an attorney at law, affirms that the followin 
statements are true under the penalties of perjury: 
That I am the attorney for the defendant JORGE GONZALEZ-ARBOLED. 
ates 
That thin anplication is for an order reducing the sentence ” 
heretofore imposed uron the defendant JORGE GONZALEZ-ATBOLEDA, on the 4th 
tae of March, 1976. The defendant JORGE GONZALM2Z-ARBOLEDA was found 


guilty of a conspiracy to import cocaine and marijuana into the United 


States, and was sentenced to seven years imprisonment by the Honorable .- 


JOHN M. CANNELLA, one of the Jucaes of the District Court for the Souther 
District of New Yor 

The application now being made on behalf of the defendant JORGE 
GONZALEZ-ARBOLIEDA js upon the qround that the judge was unaware of certai 
facts of hardship reaarding hin immediate farily. The defendant JORGE 
GONZALEZ-ARBOLEDA har a wife and five children living in Columbia. They 
are presently in fear of their lives since there are '.:nchmen in Colombia 
who have been paid to kill them, as related to me by JORGE GONZALEZ~ 


ARBOLEDA. 


Accordingly, it is imperative that JORGE CONZALEZ-ARBOLEDA be 


m . 
protect his family in -he only way possible since no one jin the United 


| released from prison at the earliest possible date in order hat he can 
States : able to afford such protection to Colombia nationals. . 

WHEREFORE, under all the circumstances hereinablve set forth, 
your affirmant earnestly prays this Court to exercise its judicial 


leniency because of the hardshiv in this case and reduce the sentence of. 


four vears heretofore imposed upon the defendant JOPGE GONZALEZ~ARBOLEDA. 


Dated: Spring Valley, N.Y. 
March 25, 1976 


UIS A. TIRELL ne? 


UNIVED STATES DISTRICT COURT: SOUTHER DISTRICT 


|” BEST COPY AVAILABLE 
| 
| 
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UNITED STATES OF AILUnICA, 


AFFIDAVIT 


~V~ 
74 CR 939 (22) 


ALBERTO BRAVO, et. ale, 


Defendants. 
STATE OF WLW YORK 
COUNTY OP rcw YORK ) SS.% 


TOUTS A. TIELLEI, being duly sworn, deposes and says! 


l. I am the retained counsel for JORGE GONZALEZ, a/k/a 
is affidavit 


JORGE ARBOLEDA, one of the defendants herein, and make th 


in support of his motions: (a) to strike the Government's Notice of 


Readiness for Trial; (b>) to dismiss the indictment for failure of the 


Government to bo ready for trial in six sconthsa an@ (c) to be released 


on his own recognizance because tho Government is not ready for trial; 


and (d) to dismiss the indictment in the interest of justice since the 


Government has not teen able to produce any evidence linking JORGE 


GONZALEZ to any cxime. I am fully familiar with all the facts herein. 


2 on information and beliof, JORGE GONZALEZ was 


arresed by United States Immigration Officers and by the New York State 
Police on Sapterber 17, 1974 on an indictment in the State of New 

York, Indictmant No. W-1322-513/74, for which charges therein are the 
same as those in indictment 74 CR 939, the subject indictment herein. 


3. JORGE GONZALEZ was detained in prison on Riker‘s 


Island located at “ast Elmhurst, County of Oucens, State of New York 


1974 where he waz questionod by New York police. 


until October 31, 


4. JORGE GONZALED revealed to your ceponent that he 


1@ face by a New York State detective to obtain 


was beaten about tJ 


a confession only a few hours after his arrest. 
5. JORGE GONZALEZ further revealed to your deponent 


that he was arrested in the house of JUDY VILLEGAS and the arresting 


officers did not show any wargan* but forced their way into the house 
and placed JORG: CONZALED uncer arrest and took him away to prison at 
Riker's Island. ‘hat it avpears from papers on file in the Criminal 
Court of the City of New York that JAMES 1C COVER! was the arresting 
officer. 

6. ‘that your deponent was speaking to the Assistant 
District ATtorney, Mr. jierrmann, for the Criminal Court cf the City of 
New York at telephone No. (212) FR 4-1390 ext. 66, and Mr. Herrmann 
related to your ‘evonent that JORGH GOHZALNS was incarcerated from 
September 17, 1974 to Octaber 31, 1974 as part of a “holding action® 
for the Federal Government so that other members of the “ring” would 
not know ‘ . the police were aware of their "’"‘legal activities" and 
flee before the Feceral Covernment had effected all of their arrests. 

7. ‘hat JORGE CONZALA2 £6 PRASently stil! subject to 
prosecution on the ‘lew York State Indictment as the United States 
Attorney for the Southern Pistrict had a writ of habeas corpus ad 
prequencun issve on October 31, 1974 to have JORGE GONZALEZ produced 
from Greenhaven State Prison into the Pederal betention for Men locate 
at 427 West Street, ew York City for the subject indictment (74 CR 939) 
which ws filed on Cctober 4, 1974 and charges Gefendant JORGE GONZALES 


and twenty eight other defendants in five counts with conspiracy to 


import and distribute cocaine and the importation of cocaine into the 


United States and distribution of it in the United States. 
Upon arraignment the defendant, JORGE GON?ALEZ had 


~Jeo 


bail fixed at $150,900.09 and on January 20, 1975 this bond amount was 
maintained by the "on. Harold R. Tyker, Jr. while at the same tine 
denying, without prejudice to renewal, defondant's motions for a speed 


trial and directiny your depenent and Asat. U. S. Attorney, Michael Q. 


Carey to work out all pre-trial discovery and if your ceponent was 
unable to obtain any such discovery, then to make either “an oral 
motion or a written motion” to obtain same. 

9, That at this hearing on January 20, 1975 hefore the 
on. Harold BR. ‘tyler, Gr., it was accepted Ly the Court and the Asst. 
U, S. Attorney Hichacl 2. Carey, that the time of arrest for defendant, 
JORGE GONZALEZ, with regard to this indictment was September 17, 1974 
for on page # of the minutes your deponent states: (at line 14) 

“And he was arrested on September 17th." 
and the Court responded on page 9 at line 2: 

"I think I will assume then, unless Mr. Carey 

denies this, that your client has been in 

jail in excess of ninety days." 

However, Judge Tyler although refusing to reduce the bail on the ground 
the Government was not ready for trial within 99 days of arrest (Rule 
3 of the Rules for Frost Cisposition of Criminal Cases) and again 
denied motions for a speedy trial and severance. Judge Tyler gave the 
Government until rel-ruary 18 to be rescy for trial. On February 18 
the Governnent filed its notica of Readiness For Trial (Exhibit °A") 
signed by Michael (). Carey, Assistant U. S. Attorney. 


10. On Janvary 20, 1975 Mr. Carey filed an affidavit 


wherein he stated in part, in seeking an additional month to prepare fo 


trial: 


(2) Yhere were eleven separate wiretaps involved 


in the case coveriny a 10 1/2 month period from January 2, 1974 


through October 14, 1974 (Carey affadavit par. 5); 


(b) Over 100 different persons were overheard 


in over 7259 conversations of which appreximately 1,909 are possibly 


pertinent to the case (Carey affidavit. por. 5): 


(c) The recorded conversations are in the Spanis 


languase and pursuant to orders of tho New York State Supreme court. 
(Carey affidavit, par. 5). 

31. On numerous occasions before, on and after 
February 18 I have soucht discovery of the relevant materials from the 
Government prior to trial in order to properly prepare for trial. 
I have not received any transcripts of telephore conversations or any 


other neceszary ciscevery material although I have brought Mr. Pabio 


Ochoa on one occasion and Mr. Scott Chernick on a second occasion to 


copy any papers givon to me by Mr. Carey. On the ocaasion with Mr. 
Ochoa, Mr. Carey stated the copying machine was out of order and 

on the occasion with Mr. Chernick, Mr. Carey stated that [friday he 
would sont out a letter to all counsel explaining how information 
would be disseninrted by the Government. On that later occasion I 
volunteered that if Mr. Carey could show your deponent and ny client 


where there was any evidence of wrong doing on the part of the defendant, 


JORGE GONZALU?, I would apeak to the defendant to have him give eviden 


against any of the other twenty eight defendants in the indictment. He 
promised to have defendant JORGE GOMUZALS% in his office the following — 
week to let him hear the daraging evidence anid although I telephoned 
Mr. Carey regarcin; that proaige the naxt week, an appointment was 


-4~ 


hl oT les hMm-2( 


never made by fir. Carey. 


lz. wr. Carey has numerous times told me he would be 


ready the following week to afford discovery to my client and.I and 
would send me a letter as to how the caiscovery could be accomplished. 
Upon information and belief he las made similar statements to Rewerd 
L. Jacobs, ESq., and Paul Warburgh, fsq. of Kassnar & Detsky, Fsqs., 
co-counsel in this case. ‘Yhe weeks have bacome months and nothing has 
been furnished. 


13. lever have I been furnished with copies of the 


wiretap orders and supporting affidavits or copics of all transcripts 
of conversations involving JORGE GONZALEZ. Mthough I have repeatedly 
| requested that JOrcy COUZALED be permitted to listen to the tapes of 
the recorded conversations which are in Spanish, no arrangements have 
ever been made to acoerplish this vrior to trial so we can prepare for 
trial and not hear ‘carer for the first time at trial. Attorneys for 
two cther defencants: (Jacobs and Warburgh) have similarly been denied 


access to the rost vital material although six and one-half months 


have passed sinee the ‘rcsactment was filed and Mr. “Sonzalez arrested. 


14 ‘ow can the defendants properly make the appropria 
| 
motiona addresse! to tne wiretaps whan they are refused access to the 
| tapes, transcripts, orders and atfidavits. Jucge ‘tyler requested we 
| 
' 
« 


sit down with the Covernrient and attompt to voluntarily obtain discove 
On information and belief, the lack of discovery is not because the 
Government does not want to turn it over, but because they are not 


prepared to turn it over. 


of Redinesa ror trial ov Teoruary 319, 1975 was a sham. It is now 


on 


Is. In light of tha Loregoing the filing of the Notice 
| 


tlhe Tle M-22 


some six weeks since then and they are still not ready for trial. 


This courtShu!d now hold a hearing to determine whether the Government 
was ready for triel on February 18, 1975 when it filed its Notice of 
Readiness For Yrinl and whether it is presently roady for trial. If 
the Covermeant 44 net ready for trial the indictrent should be dismisses. 
| CHANGHS SUOULD PE NTTADRAIGI Ih THE INTEREST OF JUSTICE 
| 16. Since the Government han heen unable to produce 
| any evidence against the dafendant, JORGE GONZALEZ, during pre-trial 
diseoumry, it chonld be assumed that the Government has not sufficient 
evidence to find a conviction of cullty against said defandant. 
Accordingly, Mr. Gonzalez's precious right of freedos is being seriousl 
violated by his incarceration and any further infringement on consti-~ 
tutionally guaranteed rights should be stopped immedtatoly by this 
Court ordering the charcves to bo withdrawn in the taternst of justice. 
Such an Order ghoulc extend to the indictrent outstanding and mertioned 
hereinabove by toe City, “ounty am! state of tiew York. 
| BALL 

17. ix. Gonstalez on the moving date of thia motion 
will have been dnenrcerated seven (7) ronths. dJuése Tyler rofusad to rp 
| duce the $150,200.09 bail on the grounits the Govermant would be ready 


for trial on february 1€. Ghoule this Court deterrine that the Govern- 


| ment in fact waa not realy for trial on that ‘late and its Notice of 
Readinoss for Yrial van a sham, Mr. Gonzalez should be immediately 
released from cuntuiy on his own recounizance or vpon posting bail in 
the amount of no more than $5,000.00 which is the highest he could re 
18. On the question of bail, Mr. Gonzalez is 59 years 


old, married for tienty yaars and has five children, ages 14, 12, 9, 4 


—~ a 


and 2. At tne tise of nie arrrst ha resice at 4)-39) 78th Btreet, 


Elmhurst, Yveens, iisw rork. wu: wes born fu Cauleonpnls amt came to tnrs 


United states an Juiy 27, 1973, > to bis arrest, JORGE GUNZALEZ, 


worked for “fameratca” Jewedivy, Ic. Iovate! at “5-16 Roosevelt avenue, 


Lurhurst, tiew Yorr. 

WIESREFOW, your deponent respectfully requesta the 
granting of this motion, ®7:) for sucs etscr ind Curtaer fallet as to 
thie Court ray seem just and sropts;. 

Dated: spring Valley, few fork 
April 7, 1975 
Sworn to before m thie 


Jth day of April, i: 


IDUTsS Ke 


NOTICE OF “FADINETe 
POR TSIAL 
Sk... 


78 Cr. 939 (WRT) 
Defendants. 


PLILASr. SAKE NOTICE thet the Unitet States will be 
ready for tria) in this case as s00n an the ratter can be 


reagned uy th» 


court on or after February 1s, 1975 


subject 
to receivins ten days' aivence notice of the actual date 


for trial. 


Dated jew York, New York 


Pebruary 18, 1975 


Yours etc. 


PAUL. J. ‘lnpas 

Jnited Staten tterney for the 

~Outhern Dietrict of ‘iow York 

Attorney for te ‘itted “tates 
of Americn 


MIGHASL ©. Aariry 


Asnistant United “tater Attorney 
Tel (212) 7351 Lo yk 


HWONORALLE Harold R, syier, JF. 


United “Stetes District Jud ge 
Cnambers 1903 


Jnited States Court House 
Poley Square 


New York, New York 10007 


(ne 
mono 


Hn BITE 


ANYTHING, HE'S 


MONO: 

JORGE: 

MONO: \NI WY DON'T YOU TAKE HIM YOURSELF, 
JORGE: NHAT? NM 7 CAN bO THAT 
MONO: 

JORGE: 


HJM - A FRIEND OF MINE IN 


MONO; : SJE HIM Ul AND TAKI 
BACK AT NIGht, YOU KNOW, TRYING 


L- CARACAS, COMING 


eee" v0 PICK UP GIRLS... 


JORGE: 
MONO: VAS BI'TYEN BY ONE * THOSE SOB ANIMALS 
JORGL: HM. 


MONO: AND IF YOU HAD SF) ) HE WaS AFTER SOME MONTHS 
--- HE DIFD LIKE A F (obcenity) 


JORGE: LIKE (obcenity) NUH? (he laughs) 
y 


MONO: YES, - THOSE RARIEFS - THAT'S WHY I'M 
AFRAID OV THAT - 


JORGE: WELL, THJS ONE DOBSN'T HAVE THAT - 

MONO: HM? 

JORGE: Hi DORSN'T HAVE THAT 'S (MALL ---- 
(SPOT MONTTOR) 


WOULD BE IMPRISONED BECAUSE OF ‘LHE 


MONO: 


JOR( 


MONO: 


‘MN, 
N, WITH 


FORMER 


CATMENT, 


- THIS 


AD MAI 


THTS OTHER 
JORGE: WELL 


MONO: 


;, HEAR? 
JORGE: 


MONO? 


JORG! 


ABRAHAM: 


MONO: 


ABRAHAM: 


4 r . 
MONO: 


ABRAHAM: 


ABRAIAM: 


MONO: 


ABRAHAM: 


MONO: 


ABRAHAM: 


MONO: 


ABRAHAM: 


MONO: 


ABRAHAM: 


MONO: 


ARRAHAM: 


wee WHAT HI S OVER 
IS SEN' 


BLACK GIRL... 


TO SEE Ii 
SOME WOFJ 


THE M 


OF COURS) 


YES, IF THAT NEGRESS 
THOSE THINGS MOVE: 
OF COURS... 

THEN, 


LISTEN, DON'T FORGET WHAT 


WHAT KILLS? Oll 


TEL. ME, 
ARRIVUS - 
THING 


ANY 


LIV" 


1 mire nopmeTwe 
bY THA \ mi MUGE, 


UNIMI 


ARRIVES 


yrs, 


A 


THERE , 


HE 


ORTANT 


HAD 


ANYTHING 


THAT ARRIVES, 


DEVI 


*t 
} 
oi 


WHAT 


SENDS 


THERE 


YOU 


‘ 


CAN BE 


\TED 


4\ 


7 


payer 
yas 


SEPTUM... 


HAVE TO 


SSAGE 


mrten 
TAT 


DOING 


LITTLE 


TALKED 


LET 


y" 


THINGS 


THERE. .«. 


ABOUT - 


HAT 


ME KNOW - 


JORGE: HELLO! 


MONO: JORGESITO, HOW ARE YOU? WERE YOU ASLEEP OR 
(unintelligible). 


JORGE: NO, SON, I WAS LYING IN BEL, DOING (unintelligible) 
MONO: HUH? 

JORGE: LYING IN BED, DOING (unintelligible) 

MONO: AH, WHAT ELSE DO WE DO, HUH? 


JORGE: RIGHT, MAN. 


MONO: LOOK, MAN, ASK ABRAHANCITO, FORGIVE THE LIBERTY... 


JORGE: 


MONO: eee ) OUT ABOUT THE MAN W'TH THE 
MAN, |! HE WANT US TO SEND THEM... 


JORGE: THAT WE DO WHAT? 


MONO: SOME MOTORS, WHICH ARE TO BE EXPORTED 


COLOMBIA... 
JORGE: UN-HU. 


TO FIND OUT IF HE WANTS US TO SEND THEM, 
BECAUSE WE NEED THOSE THINGS OVER THERE... 


WELL - WHAT ELSE, MAN - COING OUT A LOT? 
BFCAUSE I CALLED YOU THERE A FEW DAYS AGO. 
WERE YOU AWAY FOR THE WEEKEND TOO? YOU ARE 
A BIT OF A VAGABOND, AREN'T YOU? 

JORGE: 

MONO: BUT, YOU DISAPPEARED FC A BIT... 

JORGE: OF COURSE NOT, MAN. 


MONO: PLAYING AROUND? 


JORGE: 
MONO: 


JORGE: HAVE A LITTLE LOVE THAT I WOULDN'T CHANGE 
FOR.... 


MONO : SURE, SURE, BUT YOU PLAY AROUND SOMETIMES. 


JORGE: 
MONO: ONCE IN A WHILE, OR EACH TIME YOU GET A CHANCE? 


SHE'S CRAZY AND I'M CRAZY -- I'M CRAZY ABOUT 
HER. 


JORGE: SHE'S CI Y AN M CRAZY ABOUT 


MONO: 300D - THEN THINGS ARE FINE - 
JORGE: 


MONO: 
JORGE: 


MONO : PEREZ. WELL, THAT 


CAUGHT HIM. ON ... FRIDAY - HE SAID TO 
:"YOU HAVE TO SHOW ME THOSE RECEIPTS" 
SCAUSE IS SAID TO HIM - I WAS WITH HIM.. 


TOLD HIM THE STORY 


DOING - THE RECEIPTS THAT_CUSTOMS _ 
TO COVER THE IMPORTS ARE THESE.. 
THEN YOU WILL PLEASE DO ME THE FAVOR OF 
GIVING ME THE RECEIPTS FOR THE CHECKS THAT 
YOU PAID - “OH, I LEFT THEM HERE.. THIS.. 


JORGE (contd) 


MONO: 


JORGE: 


MONO: 


JORGE: 


MONO: 


‘ JORGE: 


JORGE: 


MONO: 


JORGE: 


MONO: 


JORGE: 


MONO: 


JORGE: 


MONO: 


JORGE: 


MONO: 


THAT.. “LOOK THE RECEIP!1 THAT I LEFT 

WITH YOU TO JUS‘iIFY WHATEVER WAS YOURS - 
(unintelligible) ND YOU HAND I%7 OVER TO 
ME NOW - 

AND WHAT DID THE MAN SAY? 

THAT HE HAD LEFT IT AT HOME. 


HE'S A LYING SON CF A BITCH - FROM HERE TO 
ROME! 


AND THEN.. 


THEY'VE .. THE MAN IS GOING TO .. HE HAS A 
LITTLE .. BEZTAUSE I MET A PERSON FROM OVER 


THERE WHO TOLD ME. 


BUT WHAT I “OULD DO IS TELL THE JUDGE 
CUSTOMS.. ~ ; Iran shoei 


.THE SUPERINTENDENT... THAT SHIT 


THAT SON OF A BITC THERE... AND HE'LL HOLD 
OUT HIS PAW HE HOLDS IT OUT LIKE A LITTLE 
KITTEN. 


YES, BUT ONE CAN'T DO THAT, JORGE. 


ONE CAN'T 


WHY NOT, IF WE ARE ACTING LEGALLY, WE ane |\\ 
NOT DOING ANYTHING WRONG. 


vre 
YES 


» BUT 


BUT WHAT? BUT WHAT? - ARE WE DOING ANYTHING (I/ 
WRONG? —_— nails 
WHAT DO YOU THINK HAPPENED TO THAT MAN - 

THE POLICE SHOWED UP A FEW DAYS AGO - HE 

THOUGHT IT WAS FOR THAT - THE MAN IS IN 

TROUBLE, HE'S SWINDLED HALF OF HUMANITY - 

I THINK HE'S TAKING EVERYTHING OUT OF HIS 

OFFICE. HE SHOWS UP AFTER TEN AT NIGHT 

LAST NIGHT, I GOT A CALL - I HAVE SOMEONE 


MONO: (cont'd) 


JORGE: 
MONO: 


JORGE: 


MONO: 


OUT TEERE SPYING ON HIM - AT TEN-THIRTY AT 
NIGHT - AWD THEY SAID, "CALL HIM RIGHT AWAY." 
AND I DID BUT THE SON OF A BITCH DIDN'T 
ANSWER HI3 PHONE - HE'S HIDING - AND ACCORD- 
ING TO WHAT I WAS TOLD THE POLICE SHOWED UP 
A FE‘ DAYS AGO LOOKING FOR HIM AND WITH A MAN 
WHO SAID: “WELL YOU SETTLE MY AFFAIR “R I,GET 
YoU “up oeameess—e CUNIWTELLIGI BLE ) 


(SPOT MONITOR) 
(unintelligible) 
HUH? 


WHAT HE NEEDS (unintelligible) A TWENTY-TWO 
IN THE HEAD! 


WELL, WHAT I WANT IS TO JUSTIFY MYSELF TO 
THOSE PEOPLE, SO THAT THEY WON'T ... WON'T 
BELIEVE THAT I TOOK THAT MONEY .. OR, YOU 
UNDERSTAND? 


OF COURSE, 

WHICH IS WHAT I HAVE TO TALK OVER WITH 
THAT SON OF A BITCH - IF HE SIGNS ME A 
RECEIPT - WELL - THEN - I KNOW THAT ... 


THAT (unintelligible) SON OF A BITCH THAT 
THEY HAVE ... 


WELL, 

WHAT A BASTARD 

YOU KNOW, I'VE PAI:) MORE THAN TWENTY TAXI 

FARES FOR THAT SON OF A BITCH, WHEN I KNOW 

HE'S THERE - BUT NO, HE HIDES FROM ME, HE 

EVADES ME ON THE PHONE - HE'LL ANSWER THE 

PHONE, AND THE MOMENT I SPEAK, HE HANGS De i= 

IT RINGS TWICE AND HE PUTS UN THE TAPE RECORDER... 
WHAT? 


HE PUTS ON A RECORDER THAT HE HAS THERE, TO 
ANSWER - HAVEN'T YOU CALLED THERE? 


NO. 


JORGE: 


MONO: 


JORGE: 


MONO: 


OH, CALL THERE AND YOU'LL SEE THAT ... 

THAT YOU FIND A TAPE RECORDER THAT SAYS: 
"THIS IS A RECORDING - LAS AMERICAS - THIS 
IS A RECORDING - PLEASE LEAVE YOUR TELE- 
PHONE NUMBER - YOUR ... I DON'T KNOW WHAT 
OR THE MESSAGE YOU NEED" -- THE SON OF A, 
BITCH IS WORKING BY MEANS OF A RECORDER 

TO ANSWER THE PHONE, A MACHINE HE HAS THER:. 
THE MAN IS... 


(unintelligible) .. OF MACHINERY. 


THE MAN IS A SON OF A BITCH, MAN; BUT 
ALL I WANT IS SOME JUSTIFYING EVIDENCE FOR 
THESE PEOPLE 


(unintelligible) THAT THEY WILL RECEIVE 
AND LET THEM DECIDE - BUT WHAT HAS HAD 
ME (unintelligible) .. AND THAT HE SHOULD 
HIDE... 
(SPOT MONITOR) 


TO SEE IF WE CAN (un/atelligible) THOSE 
THINGS TO SEND THEM OVSR THERE - 


AND WHEN DO YOU WANT TO SEND THEM? 


WELL MAN, IF WE COULD SEND THEM THIS WEEK, 
I THINK IT'S ABOUT TIME 


AND ... AND ... FROM HERE DO YOU SEND THEM 
TO PANAMA, OR WHERE? 


NO, DIRECTLY OVER THERE. 

DIRECT? 

YES DIRECT, BECAUSE I THINK TH f WANTS 
TO TAKE HIS MOTORS DIRECTLY OVE. - ERE, 
BECAUSE SINCE HE TAKES THEM AS SCRAP IRON 
YOU UNDERSTAND? 

UN - HU. 

You UMDERSTAMD 7 

UN -Hu 


AND THEN, THEY WILL BE TURNED OVER TO HIM 
IN MEDELLIN AND HE THEN HAS THE APPARATUS 
AVAILABLE .. FOR THE RETURN - BECAUSE I 
THINK MATTERS ARE PRETTY WELL ADVANCED OVER 
THERE - AND IT'S BETTER TO HAVE THE DONKEY 
TIED UP IN ADVANCE, DON'T YOU THINK? 

TO ME ... PRIETO CALLED ME UP 

WHO? 

ARE YOU IN BED? 

WHO CALLED YOU? 

PRIETO. 

YES? WHAT DID HE SAY? 


THAT IT WAS READY ... THAT I DON'T KNOW WHAT 
THAT THE TWENTY-EIGHTH 


OH, BUT THIS AFFAIR IS NOT WITH PRIETO .. 
THIS BUSINESS THAT WE HAVE 


NO, BUT ... BUT... 
HUH? 
YOU MEAN SENDING THIS FROM HERE TO THERE? 


YES, NO - NOT FROM THERE TO HERE - THAT'S 
NOT WITH HIM. 


AN -HA. 


OR IT COULD BE THAT HE HAS SOME OTHER 
BUSINESS WITH THAT ONE - SOMEWHERE! 


IT MUST BE - NO? 


THE THING IS THAT THIS IS NOT KNOWN TO 
PRIETO, OR ANYONE - 


NO, NO, NO - THIS 


BECAUSE I ASSURED ABRAHAM ... 


NO, NO, NOT ABOUT THE OLD MAN, NO, HE 
DOES NOT KNOW! 


JORGE: 


MONO: 


JORGE: 


MONO: 


JORGE: 


BECAUSE I SAID TO ABRAHAM THAT IT WASN'T 
BECAUSE YOU KNOW THEY GET JEALOUS. NO? 
- THAT ONE SHOULD 


(unintelligible) -- SON OF A BITCH, MAN! 


YES, BUT THEY BECOME JEALOUS 


(unintelligible) .. WE ARE GOING TO HAVE 
PROBLEMS WITH THAT SON OF A BITCH.. 


(unintelligible) ? 


BECAUSE YESTERDAY I HEARD SOMETHING VERY 
ANNOYING - 


WHAT, MAN? 

THAT THEY ARE SAYING OVER THERE THAT .. THAT 

IN NEW YORK THEY HAD THREE THOUSAND KILS8SOF 
- SOMETHING .. STOLEN FROM THEM 

HM - 

AND IF THEY WERE STOLEN, WHO STOLE THEM? 

YOU DON'T SAY, MAN - 

YES, THEY ARE SAYING THAT IN MEDELLIN - 


AND YOU HAD THE NEWS FROM MEDELLIN? 


YES, SIR - AND FROM A VERY RELIABLE SOURCE - 
VERY RELIABLE. 


WHAT A THING! - WELL, THE PROBLEM IS THAT THESE 
PEOPLE SHOULD NOT KNOW ANYTHING ABOLT THE AFFAIR... 


NO, NO, NO... 


BECAUSE THERE IS A LOT OF JEALOUSY - 
(unintelligible) TRASH 


NO, NO (unintelligible) NO ONE HAS TO KNOW 
ANYTHING ABOUT IT - THAT WAS DONE BY US 


ABOUT THIS BUSINESS THAT WE ARE NOW 
DISCUSSING 


HO! 


yaACce F-tl 


MONO: BECAUSE THERE IS A LOT OF JEALOUSY THERE, 
AND A LOT OF TRASH AND MUCH ENVY 


JORGE: (unintelligible) ... SONS OF BITCHES THERE, 
MAN - 


THEN - 
(mumbling ) .. SONS OF BITCHES 
(SPOT MONITOR) 
MONO: --. YOU UNDERSTAND? 
JORGE: HM. 
MONO: THAT'S WHY FROM THE BEGINNING, I SAID TO 
ABRAHAM: "LET'S DO THIS, MAN, BUT LET IT 
REMAIN BETWEEN OURSELVES." 
(SPOT MONITOR) 
»«eTO CASTILLO, MAN - 
AN-HA 
TO SEE IF PERHAPS HE CAN OBTAIN FOR ME 
SOME RECEIPT FROM THAT MAN - SOME PROOF 
TO SEE IF HE PAID THAT OR DIDN'T PAY IT, 
SO THAT I CAN SETTLE ACCOUNTS WITH THESE 


PEOPLE - SO THEY WON'T (unintelligible) 
ANY MORE! 


BUT HOW CAN HE... HOW CAN HE OBTAIN epee 
RECEIPT... OR ANYTHING.. 


is Ss CAN'T BE SEEN! 
.-NO, HE CAN CATCH HIM 
YES? 

(unintelligible) CAN CATCH HIM.. 
OH, THEN DO YOU THINK.. 

-BUT.. 


THEN DO YOU THINK THAT IF THIS ONE THREATENED 
HIM A BIT - 


MONO: 


JORGE: 


MONO: 


JORGE: 


MONO: 


JORGE: 


MONO: 


JORGE: 


WHO? 
CASTILLO! a 4 


CASTILLO - AND, WHY SHOULD CASTILLO - 


NO, BECAUSE HE CAN SAY TO HIM: "MAN, THIS ‘ 
GENTLEMAN HAS BEEN CALLING ME ABOUT THIS ' 
AFFAIR OF CUSTOMS DUTIES - HOW CAN YOU COME 

UP WITH THESE MATTERS NOW - YOU CANNOT..." 


igerewemmare 16 SAID THAT TO MIM ALREADY 


_.YOU CANNOT PUT OUR COMPANY IN A BAD LIGHT, 
WE HAVE ALWAYS FULFILLED OUR COMMITMENTS AND 
OUR OBLIGATIONS - WE ARE RESPONSIBILE AND 
SERIOUS MEN, AND WE DON'T DEAL IN CENTS, WE 


DEAL IN MILLIONS" -- HE CAN SAY SOMETHING 
LIKE THAT, AND THEN THAT MAN - I THINK THAT 
MAN IS REALLY HIDING FROM ME, BUT IF HE SAYS ° 


SOMETHING LIKE THAT TO HIM, THE HE'S SHIT. 


NO, THAT ONE EVEN CALLED HIM SHIT - HE CALLED 
HTM SHIT BECAUSE THAT ONE EVEN HAD TO... HE 
EVEN... 


YES, HE HAD TO FACE THE SITUATION, BECAUSE 
THAT S.O.B. THERE SAYS... 
NO, HE (unintelligible) TO HIM - 


HE SAYS HE PAID THE DUTIES - AND THAT 
CASTILLO.. 


NO, NO, THAT'S SHIT, HE HASN'T PAID ANY 
DUTIES. 


WELL, THEN HE WAS BLUFF NG AND I TOLD 
CASTILLO TO CLEAR THAT UP, AND I TOLD 
ABRAHAM... 


NO, NO, HE HASN'T PAID ANYTHING BECAUSE 
(unintelligible) 


HM. 


CASTILLO. TO THE AFFAIR OF THE... OF THE 
_.. (unintelligible) FROM THE CUSTOMS OFFICE.. 


(unintelligible) 


YES, YES, YES, WELL, I'LL CALL YOU LATER,. 
HE HASN‘T DONE ANYTHING.. 

-I'LL CALL YOU LATER,. 
THAT S.O.B. HASN'T DONE A THING... 
NO.. 
THAT S.O.B. HAS A FACE LIKE, A NOSE LIKE, 
YOU KNOW THe ONLY THING HE HAS THAT I FIND 
ATTRACTIVE ? - THAT NOSE LIKE A TOMATO, TO 
GIVE HIM A GOOD PUNCH ! 
HEY, LISTEN. 
UN-HU ? 
I'LL CALL YOU LATER TO SEE WHAT'S UP WITH 
THESE MOTORS.. TO SEE IF WE CAN FIND A 
WAY TO SEND THAT SCRAP OVER THERE. 
OKAY. 

TO SETTLE THE AFFAIR THIS WEEK. 

VERY GOOD. 


DID HE GIVE YOU SOME MONEY THAT HE WAS GOING 
TO LEAVE WITH YOU? 


NO. 


AH, WELL. 


ARE YOU COMING OVER FOR 


WELL YES, ANYTIME YOU HAVE IT AVAILABLE 

BECAUSE THAT WAS THE ARRANGEMENT - I THINK 
IT IS TWO THOUSAND, FOUR HUNDRED PESOS, TO 
SEND TO THOSE PEOPLE AND FINISH WITH THEM. 


UN-HU. 


I HAD SOME COPIES MADE OF SOME RECEIPTS THAT 
THAT MAN GAVE ME FOR SOME MONEY I GAVE HIM. 


UN-HU. 


MONO: FOR THREE THOUSAND, BECAUSE HE DIDN'T GIVE 
ME A RECEIPT FOR THE REST, FOR THE OTHER 
TWELVE HUNDRED - THAT S.0O.B. FROM THE AGENCY? 
UN-HU. 

TO SEND THEM TO THEM, BECAUSE THEY HAVEN'T 
EVEN HAD THE POLITENESS TO CALL AND SAY THAT 
THEY RECEIVED THIS OR THAT.. 

YES, YES. 

THEY HAVEN'T EVEN HAD MANNERS ENOUGH FOR 
THAT: "YES, MAN TEAR UP THE RECEIPTS FOR 

THE MONEY ORDERS,.. DO THIS,.. WE RECEIVED 
IT,..- THANKS FOR THE FAVOR,.. NO, NOT ONE OF 
THOSE S.0.B... WHAT.. PEOPLE - WHAT CAN YOU 
SAY, MAN? 

TWO THOUSAND FOUR HUNDRED? 

HUH? 

TWO THOUSAND FOUR HUNDRED? 

YES. 

WELL, COME OVER AND GET THEM WHENEVER YOU 
WISH -. (unintelligible) ‘MMF HE DIDN'T 
GIVE ME ORDERS FOR ANY OF THAT SHIT, BUT,. 
BUT... WHENEVER YOU WANT TO COME FOR IT, COME. 


GOOD, JORGE, SO THAT I CAN SETTLE WITH THESE 
PEOPLE, YOU UNDERSTAND... 


YES. 
WELL, OLD MAN, 
WELL, SON, 


UNTIL LATER - 


IT'S BEEN A PLEASURE, GREETING YOU. 


ME, TOO. 


(END OF CONVERSATION) 


